
California High-Speed Train Final Program EIR/EIS Response to Comments 

 

 
CALIFORNIA HIGH SPEED RAIL AUTHORITY 

 
 

U.S. Department 
of Transportation 
Federal Railroad 
Administration 

Page  5-451

 

Comment Letter O062 

 



California High-Speed Train Final Program EIR/EIS Response to Comments 

 

 
CALIFORNIA HIGH SPEED RAIL AUTHORITY 

 
 

U.S. Department 
of Transportation 
Federal Railroad 
Administration 

Page  5-452

 

Response to Comments of Rick Osorio, Merced City Council, Osorio Financial, August 31, 2004 (Letter O062) 

O062-01 
Acknowledged.  See standard response 6.3.1. 

O062-02 
Acknowledged.  See standard response 6.19.1. 

O062-03 
Acknowledged.  See standard response 6.3.1. 
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Response to Comments of Sharlene F. Roberts-Caudle, Executive Director, Pacific Friends Outreach Society, 
August 31, 2004 (Letter O063) 

O063-01 
Please see standard response 6.15.4 and standard response 6.21.1. 
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Response to Comments of Victoria Touchstone, Corresponding Secretary, for Jim Denton, Planning Board Chairman, 
Rancho Bernardo Community Planning Board, August 31, 2004 (Letter O064) 

O064-01 

The primary purpose of the HST system is to link the major 
metropolitan areas of the state.  The Authority, and the FRA do not 
believe that an HST system which terminates in the outskirts of 
major cities (such as Escondido) would adequately serve 
metropolitan regions (such as the San Diego metropolitan region).  
SANDAG, NCTD, MTDB, Caltrans District 11 and the City of San 
Diego all agree that a statewide HST system must directly serve 
downtown San Diego.  HST ridership potential is highly dependent 
on the total trip time and the number of transfers.  Ridership 
forecasts estimated a 25% decrease in ridership for a HST system 
between Los Angeles Union Station (LAUS) to Pleasanton BART as 
compared to a HST system between LAUS and downtown San 
Francisco (page 4-20, “High Speed Rail Summary Report and Action 
Plan”, December 1996).  HST service to the downtowns of major 
cities such as San Francisco, Oakland, San Jose, Los Angeles and 
San Diego and to major airports greatly increase the connectivity 
and accessibility of the HST system, and enable the system to 
directly serve major regional transit hubs such as the San Francisco 
Transbay Terminal, San Jose Diridon Station, Oakland Airport, San 
Francisco International Airport (SFO), Los Angeles Union Station and 
the Downtown San Diego Santa Fe Depot.  Local services such as 
BART have many stops and in the case of BART do not permit 
express services.  If the HST system terminated in locations on the 
outskirts of the major metropolitan areas (such as Escondido), air 
transportation would be considerably more accessible to intercity 
passengers than HST service and the HST system would not be 
competitive with either air transportation or automobile modes in 
regards to total travel times.     

 

O064-02 
The Authority and FRA respectfully disagree with your assessment.  
The alternatives have been designed at a conceptual level of detail 
that is appropriate with a program level analysis.  For the HST 
alternative, typical sections have been provided which show design 
assumptions for each segment (please see the “Alignment 
Configuration and Cross Sections” technical report, January 2004).  
For the HST alignment along the I-15 corridor between Lake Hodges 
and Mira Mesa, the environmental analysis at a program level of 
detail is based on the assumption that the HST system would be on 
an aerial structure adjacent to the freeway.  Should the HST 
proposal move forward, more detailed preliminary engineering 
design would be required as part of future project-specific studies. 

O064-03 
Please see response to Comment 3.15.2 regarding the general level 
of detail in this PEIR/S and the anticipated more detailed project-
level, Tier 2 studies.  Please see response to Comment O042-1 for 
more information on the purpose of the PEIR/S and the subsequent 
studies.  See Chapter 3 of the Final Program EIR/EIS for additional 
information on construction methods (Section 3.18) and additional 
information on mitigation strategies and “design practices”.  Impacts 
to visual resources, noise and vibration, traffic and circulation and 
biological resources are dependent on specific and precise 
information regarding location and design of the facilities proposed, 
as well as the specific operating characteristics (e.g., elevated, at-
grade, catenary design features, fencing type and location, speed, 
etc.), which will be addressed during the subsequent project level 
environmental review. The detail of engineering associated with the 
project level environmental analysis will allow the Authority to 
further investigate ways to avoid, minimize and mitigate potential 
visual affects.  After the alignment is refined and the facilities are 
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fully defined through project level analysis, and avoidance and 
minimization efforts have been exhausted, specific impacts and 
mitigation measures will be addressed. 

The descriptions of existing conditions along the I-15 corridor have 
been revised in the Final EIR/EIS to better reflect the existing 
transportation system and land uses in the area. 

O064-04 
Visual impacts are highly site-specific in nature.  These issues will be 
addressed in greater detail during subsequent project level 
environmental review, based on more precise information regarding 
location and design of the facilities proposed (e.g., elevated, at-
grade, catenary design features, fencing type and location, etc.). 
The detail of engineering associated with the project level 
environmental analysis will allow the Authority to further investigate 
ways to avoid, minimize and mitigate potential visual affects.  Only 
after the alignment is refined and the facilities are fully defined 
through project level analysis, and avoidance and minimization 
efforts have been exhausted, will specific impacts and mitigation 
measures be addressed. 

The assessment of level of potential impacts between Rancho 
Bernardo Road and Bernardo Center Drive has been revised in the 
Final Program EIR/EIS to reflect the existing and future land uses 
and high visibility of the proposed HST alignment option; however, 
the potential impacts of specific alignments must be considered in 
more detailed definition and analysis at the project-level of study, 
when more specific findings will also be made.  See Section 3.9. 

O064-05 
Please see response AL072 – 12 regarding the program level noise 
assessment.  

Regarding noise mitigation for elevated sections of HST alignment, 
several options would be considered ranging from shifting the 
alignment as far away from sensitive receptors as possible to 
placement of relatively low sound barriers on the elevated structure. 

O064-06 
Acknowledged.  Visual simulations are provided for illustration of 
representative scenarios in the Program EIR/EIS, but are not 
required; the ones already included in the Program EIR/EIS can be 
considered conceptual renderings.  It may be appropriate to include 
additional simulations at the project-level when specific facilities and 
alignments are being analyzed.  Please see the “Alignment 
Configuration and Cross Sections” technical report for schematic 
renderings of typical sections. 

O064-07 
Specific geotechnical constraints and issues will be addressed during 
subsequent project level environmental review, based on more 
precise information regarding location and design of the facilities 
proposed, the construction and operation activities that are likely to 
occur in a given area of concern, and the specific geologic and soil 
conditions in proximity to the proposed facility. The detail of 
engineering and the level of geologic exploration developed in 
project level environmental analysis will allow the Authority to 
further investigate ways to avoid, minimize and mitigate potential 
impacts.   

O064-08 
Specific impacts and mitigation measures will be addressed during 
subsequent project level environmental review, based on more 
precise information regarding location and design of the facilities 
proposed (e.g., specific alignment, right of way corridor width, 
elevated, at-grade, cuts and fills, etc.). The detail of engineering 
associated with the project level environmental analysis will allow 
the Authority to further investigate ways to avoid, minimize and 
mitigate potential impacts.  Only after the alignment is refined and 
the facilities are fully defined through project level analysis, and 
avoidance and minimization efforts have been exhausted, will 
specific impacts and mitigation measures be addressed. However, 
general mitigation strategies can be defined at the program level of 
analysis and each environmental area (sections of Chapter 3) in the 
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Final Program EIR/EIS has been modified to include mitigation 
strategies that would be applied in general for the HST system.  
Each section of Chapter 3 also outlines specific design features that 
will be applied to the implementation of the HST system to avoid, 
minimize, and mitigate potential impacts. 

O064-09 
The alignment options considered for this segment of the HST 
system meet the established engineering criteria (Engineering 
Criteria, 2004).  Please also see response to Comment O064-08.  

Mitigation strategies mentioned in the Program EIR/EIS have been 
applied successfully on other similar projects and would be refined 
through design and review with the appropriate federal, state and 
local agencies to be applicable to specific features and placement for 
each segment of the HST system. 

Alternative configurations would be considered as part of the 
subsequent project level environmental review, as more specificity is 
defined for proposed alignments and facilities. 
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Response to Comments of Gabriel Metcalf, Deputy Director, San Francisco Planning and Urban Research Association 
(SPUR), August 31, 2004 (Letter O065) 

O065-01 
Please see Standard Responses 2.1.12 and 2.31.4.  The station sites 
identified as preferred locations are all multi-modal transportation 
hubs that would provide links with local and regional transit, airports 
and highways.  It is assumed that parking at the stations would be 
provided at market rates (no free parking).  Each station site would 
have the potential to promote higher density, mixed-use, pedestrian 
oriented development around the station.  As the project proceeds to 
more detailed study, local government would be expected to provide 
for transit-oriented development around HST station locations 
(through planning and zoning), and to finance (e.g., through value 
capture or other financing techniques) and to maintain the public 
spaces needed to support the pedestrian traffic generated by hub 
stations if they are to have a HST station.    

Should the HST proposal move forward, station locations and 
alignments will be analyzed in site-specific detail as part of future 
project specific studies.   

Objectives of the HST system are to “maximize the use of existing 
transportation corridors and right-of-way, to the extent feasible” and 
“maximize intermodal transportation opportunities by locating 
stations to connect with local transit, airports, and highways (please 
see Draft Program EIR/EIS, page 1-4). 

Although assumptions were made in order to define potential 
parking impacts, it is beyond the scope of a program level document 
to know precisely the mode split to and from stations.  The 
assumptions varied from 20% of passengers using private 
automobiles (i.e. San Francisco) to 80% using private automobiles 
(i.e. Los Banos).  Please see Appendix 1, Bakersfield-to-Los Angeles 
Traffic, Transit, Circulation & Parking Technical Evaluation for more 
details.  The Authority believes that the best way of minimizing the 
mode share of driving is to 1) select multi-modal hub station 

locations for HST stations; 2) require cities to promote transit 
oriented development around HST stations if they are to have a 
station; 3) provide market rate parking at stations; and 4) support 
improvements to local and regional transit systems.  These issues 
would be further investigated should the HST proposal move forward 
as part of future studies. 
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Response to Comments of Lydia Miller and Steve Burke, San Joaquin Raptor/Widlife Rescue Center and Protect Our 
Water, August 31, 2004 (Letter O066) 

O066-01 
Please see standard response 2.18.1 in regards to study of the 
Altamont Pass.  Please Chapter 5 of the Program EIR/EIS in regards 
to potential growth inducing impacts and standard responses 5.2.1 
through 5.2.6.  Please see standard response 3.15.10 in regards to 
impacts on wildlife/habitat conservation projects, and 3.15.13 in 
regards to the level of detail of the Program EIR/EIS.  Please see 
Section 3.5 of the Program EIR/EIS and standard response 3.5.3 in 
regards to conveyance of project power and related impacts.  Please 
see Section 3.15.3B of the Final Program EIR/EIS and standard 
response 3.15.3 and standard response 3.15.9 in regards to wildlife 
movement corridors.  Please see Section 2.6.10 “Maintenance and 
Storage Facilities” of the Final Program EIR/EIS for the maintenance 
and storage facilities assumptions used for this program EIR/EIS 
process. 
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